DWR Climate News Digest – June 16th-July 7th
Climate News (for the DWR Webpage) 
 British panel clears climate scientists (Phil Jones and others at the University of East Anglia): http://www.nytimes.com/2010/07/08/science/earth/08climate.html?_r=1&pagewanted=print [New York Times - July 7, 2010]
Climate scientist (Michael Mann of University of Pennsylvania) cleared of altering data: http://www.nytimes.com/2010/07/02/science/earth/02climate.html?src=me [New York Times – July 1, 2010]
Report -97% of climate scientists say climate change is real: http://content.usatoday.com/communities/sciencefair/post/2010/06/scientists-overwhelmingly-believe-in-man-made-climate-change/1 [USA Today - June 22, 2010]
Trees shift upward as climate warms, data show: http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/c/a/2010/06/12/BAVN1DRUGU.DTL [SF Gate - June 12, 2010]
May 2010 global temperature is warmest on record: http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2010/06/100616134641.htm [Science Daily - June 17, 2010]
Climate change in Atlantic can cause droughts in distant regions: http://www.dailytech.com/Study+Climate+Change+in+Atlantic+Can+Cause+Droughts+in+Distant+Regions/article18743.htm [Daily Tech – June 7, 2010]
Corals living on the edge could escape climate change: http://www.newscientist.com/article/dn19057-corals-living-on-edge-could-escape-climate-change.html [New Scientist - June 18, 2010]
Whiter clouds could mean wetter land: http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2010/06/100628124609.htm [ScienceDaily - June 29, 2010]
Predicting carbon sinks, regionally: http://www.newswise.com/articles/predicting-carbon-sinks-regionally [Soil Science Society of America – May 20, 2010]
Australia could face climate refugees: http://www.upi.com/Science_News/Resource-Wars/2010/06/30/Australia-could-face-climate-refugees/UPI-39891277904772/ [UPI – June 30, 2010]
Could grasslands help fight global warming? Scientists dig deep for carbon solution: http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2010/06/100621121256.htm [ScienceDaily - June 22, 2010]
 [CLOG item] Tim Brick, chairman of the Metropolitan Water District: “Beyond weather: Southland’s water challenges”: http://www.pasadenastarnews.com/ci_15424423?IADID=Search-www.pasadenastarnews.com-www.pasadenastarnews.com\
[CLOG item] John Bruno – “The Impact of Climate Change on the World’s Marine Ecosystems”: http://www.huffingtonpost.com/john-f-bruno/the-impact-of-climate-cha_b_616759.html [Huffington Post -June 18, 2010] [abstract of Science article - http://www.sciencemag.org/cgi/content/abstract/328/5985/1523]
Other Climate News (will not be posted on the DWR webpage)
World governments build consensus on a new biodiversity vision to combat biodiversity loss, alleviate poverty and fight climate change: http://www.cbd.int/doc/press/2010/pr-2010-05-28-wgri-en.pdf [Convention on Biological Diversity press release – May 28, 2010]
Major Climate Decisions Could Come From Ozone Treaty: http://www.google.com/hostednews/ap/article/ALeqM5j8E8zMTH3oh-rTbOy7kIAKJU_pqAD9GDTPD81 [Associated Press - June 17, 2010]
Sea ice in the arctic not recovering: another critical minimum forecast: http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2010/06/100624112306.htm [ScienceDaily - June 28, 2010]
Polluting countries talk climate control in Rome: http://www.google.com/hostednews/ap/article/ALeqM5i9TuMrvrknh-ZXwqmZ2N-48kff3wD9GM76UO2 [Associated Press - July 1, 2010]
World Bank OK’s $4.97-M climate change grant: http://www.bworldonline.com/main/content.php?id=13484 [BusinessWorld – June 30, 2010]
Glaciers’ wane not all down to humans: http://www.nature.com/news/2010/100604/full/465677a.html [Nature News - June 4, 2010]
Climate change increases hazard risk in alpine regions, study shows: http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2010/06/100615105241.htm [ScienceDaily - June 15, 2010]

REPORTS
**TEAM** Western Governor’s Association Climate Adaptation Report 2010: http://www.westgov.org/index.php?option=com_wga&view=reports&Itemid=54
America’s Climate Choices: http://americasclimatechoices.org/ [National Research Council – May 2010]
Toward a New National Energy Policy: Assessing the Options: http://www.rff.org/News/Features/Pages/Press_Release_Assessing_the_Options.aspx [report produced by Resources for the Future (RFF) and the National Energy Policy Institute (NEPI) – June 23, 2010; focuses on policy design and evaluation, going beyond previous studies which have focused solely on the technical feasibility of alternate fuels, new technologies and future pathways to reduce oil and Co2 emissions]
CLOG (Climate Change Blog)
***TEAM*** Andrew Revkin of Dot Earth “Climate, obesity and the Aflac duck”: http://dotearth.blogs.nytimes.com/2010/07/01/climate-obesity-and-the-aflac-duck/ [New York Times – July 1, 2010] 
***TEAM***George Monbiot – “The IPCC messed up over ‘Amazongate’- the threat to the Amazon is much greater”: http://www.guardian.co.uk/environment/georgemonbiot/2010/jul/02/ipcc-amazongate-george-monbiot [Guardian - July 2, 2010]
***TEAM*** Chris Mooney – “If scientists want to educate the public, they have to start by listening”: http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2010/06/25/AR2010062502158.html [Washington Post - June 27, 2010]
Paul Krugman – “Building a green economy”: http://www.nytimes.com/2010/04/11/magazine/11Economy-t.html [New York Times - April 5, 2010]
Fannie and Freddie Delinquent on Climate Change: http://www.mercurynews.com/opinion/ci_15320358?nclick_check=1 [Mercury News – June 18, 2010]
***TEAM***  Frank Fenner’s thoughts on the human race (let’s hope he’s wrong): http://www.theaustralian.com.au/higher-education/frank-fenner-sees-no-hope-for-humans/story-e6frgcjx-1225880091722 [The Australian - June 16, 2010]

Other Item of Potential Interest: 
[**CC TEAM**: This is a response to media misstatements about an IPCC scientist’s perspective on what a ‘consensus’ on any given conclusion actually means (in terms of the IPCC process]
The full text of Mike Hulme’s statement follows. The original may be viewed at Hulme’s website.
Correcting and Clarifying Hulme and Mahony on the IPCC Consensus
Various newspaper and internet blogs are reporting me as saying that the IPCC has ‘misled the press and public into believing that thousands of scientists backed its claims on manmade global warming’ whereas in fact only ‘a few dozen experts’ did so. This story emanates from an article, in press with Progress in Physical Geography and posted on my website http://mikehulme.org/wp-content/uploads/2010/01/Hulme-Mahony-PiPG.pdf, which reviews 20 years of published literature on the nature of the IPCC and its functions and governance. The relevant section from this paper is the following, which is part of a longer discussion about the nature of uncertainty and consensus in the IPCC assessments …
“Without a careful explanation about what [consensus] means, this drive for consensus can leave the IPCC vulnerable to outside criticism. Claims such as ‘2,500 of the world’s leading scientists have reached a consensus that human activities are having a significant influence on the climate’ are disingenuous. That particular consensus judgement, as are many others in the IPCC reports, is reached by only a few dozen experts in the specific field of detection and attribution studies; other IPCC authors are experts in other fields. But consensus-making can also lead to criticism for being too conservative, as Hansen (2007) has most visibly argued.”
Three things should be clear from this. First, I did not say the ‘IPCC misleads’ anyone – it is claims that are made by other commentators, such as the caricatured claim I offer in the paper, that have the potential to mislead. Second, they have a potential to mislead if they give the impression that every statement in IPCC reports is ‘signed off’ by every IPCC author and reviewer. Patently they are not, and cannot. Third, it is the chapter lead authors – say 10 to 20 experts – on detection and attribution who craft the sentence about detection and attribution, which is then scrutinised and vetted by reviewers and government officials. Similarly, statements about what may happen to the meridional overturning circulation (MOC) of the ocean are crafted by those expert in ocean science, statements about future sea-level rise by sea-level experts, and so on.
The point of this bit of our article was to draw attention to the need for a more nuanced understanding of what an IPCC ‘consensus’ is – as I say: “Without a careful explanation about what it means, this drive for consensus can leave the IPCC vulnerable to outside criticism.” The IPCC consensus does not mean – clearly cannot possibly mean – that every scientist involved in the IPCC process agrees with every single statement in the IPCC! Some scientists involved in the IPCC did not agree with the IPCC’s projections of future sea-level. Giving the impression that the IPCC consensus means everyone agrees with everyone else – as I think some well-meaning but uninformed commentaries do (or have a tendency to do) – is unhelpful; it doesn’t reflect the uncertain, exploratory and sometimes contested nature of scientific knowledge.

Mike Hulme, Norwich







